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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . Claims 1 - 9, 1 1 - 22 and 25 - 36 are presented for examination. 



Allowable Subject Matter 



1 . The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
The limitation of claim 19 states, "wherein notifying the first user of the association of the 
second hypertext document with the second user includes displaying the list of favorite links to 
the first user, and wherein the method further comprising building a list of favorite links 
associated with the hypertext document being viewed by the first user by combining lists of 
favorite links associated with only those users currently viewing the same hypertext document as 
the first user ," is unique and different from the prior art that was previously stated. 



2. Claim 32 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 



Claim Objections 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. 
in a prior Office action. 
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Code not included in this action can be found 



4. Claims 1, 2, 5 - 8, 13 - 18, 20 - 22, 25 - 31 and 33 - 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over MacNaughton et al. (6020884) (hereinafter MacNaughton) in 
view of Suzuki et al. (6240443) (hereinafter Suzuki). 

5. As per claim 1 , MacNaughton teaches a method of providing access to hypertext 
documents in a multi-user computer environment, the method comprising: 

6. (a) tracking accesses to a plurality of preexisting hypertext documents by a plurality of 
users, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57); 

7. (b) notifying a first user that is currently accessing one of the plurality of preexisting 
hypertext documents of the identity of a second user that is accessing the same hypertext 
document, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57); but does not specifically teach 

8. (c) maintaining on behalf of the first user a saved user list that identifies at least the 
second user such that the first user is notified of the identity of any user in the saved user list that 
is accessing the same hypertext document, wherein maintaining the saved user list includes at 
least one of adding a third user to the saved user list and removing the second user from the 
saved user list in response to user input received from the first user. Suzuki teaches maintaining 
on behalf of the first user a saved user list that identifies at least the second user such that the 
first user is notified of the identity of any user in the saved user list that is accessing the same 
hypertext document, wherein maintaining the saved user list includes at least one of adding a 
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third user to the saved user list and removing the second user from the saved user list in response 
to user input received from the first user, (e.g. col. 7, lines 14 - 42 & col. 9, lines 64 - 67). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Suzuki with 
MacNaughton because it would be more efficient if the first user could edit their list so to add 
new users that could contribute to his internet activities, i.e. new friend to chat with, and to get 
delete users that are no longer using the same system as the first user, therefore, aiding in 
keeping an updated list. 

9. As per claim 2, MacNaughton teaches tracking accesses to the plurality of preexisting 
hypertext document includes maintaining a list of users that access each hypertext document, and 
wherein notifying the first user includes notifying the first user of the identity of each user in the 
list of users, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57). 

10. As per claim 5, MacNaughton teaches tracking accesses to the hypertext document 
further includes removing from the list of users a user that is no longer accessing the hypertext 
document, (e.g. col. 9, lines 5 - 24). 

11. As per claim 6, MacNaughton teaches wherein the second user has a home hypertext 
document associated therewith, the method further comprising communicating to the first user a 
copy of the home hypertext document associated with the second user in response to user input 
from the first user, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57). 
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12. As per claim 7, MacNaughton teaches a method of providing access to hypertext 
documents in a multi-user computer environment, the method comprising: 

13. (a) tracking accesses to a plurality of preexisting hypertext documents by a plurality of 
users, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57); 

14. (b) notifying a first user that is currently accessing one of the plurality of preexisting 
hypertext documents of the identity of a second user that is accessing the same hypertext 
document, wherein the second user is identified in a saved user list for the first user, (e.g. col. 7, 
line 57 - col. 8, line 57); but does not specifically teach 

15. (c) notifying the first user of the location of another hypertext document currently being 
viewed by a third user, wherein the tired user is identified in the saved user list for the first user; 
and 

16. (d) managing the saved user list for the first user in response to user input from the first 
user, including at least one of adding and removing users to and from the saved user list. Suzuki 
teaches notifying the first user of the location of another hypertext document currently being 
viewed by a third user, wherein the tired user is identified in the saved user list for the first user, 
(e.g. col. 9, line 23 - col. 10, line 34); and 

17. (d) managing the saved user list for the first user in response to user input from the first 
user, including at least one of adding and removing users to and from the saved user list, (e.g. 
col. 9, line 23 - col. 10, line 34). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine Suzuki with MacNaughton because if the first user desired to change users to 
communicate with and/or view a different topic that interests the first user it would be more 
convenient to be able to view other users that would be in different hypertext documents. 
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18. As per claim 8, MacNaughton teaches communicating to the first user a copy of the 
hypertext document currently being viewed by the third user, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 



19. As per claim 13, MacNaughton teaches wherein notifying the first user of the identity of 
the second user includes notifying the first user of whether the seconduser is currently active in 
the multi-user computer environment, (e.g. col. 21, lines 4 - 24). 

20. As per claim 14, MacNaughton teaches performing a predetermined list management 
operation on the user list in response to user input from the first user, the predetermined list 
management operation selected from the group consisting of sending a message to a user in the 
user list, navigating to a hypertext document currently being viewed by a user from the user list, 
and navigating to a home hypertext document for a user from the user list, (e.g. col. 9, lines 6 - 



21. As per claim 1 5, MacNaughton teaches 

22. (a) associating a second hypertext document with the second user in response to user 
input from the second user, (e.g. col. 9, lines 6 - 52); and 

23. (b) notifying the first user of the association of the second hypertext document with the 
second user, (e.g. col. 9, lines 6 - 52). 



57). 



52) 
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24. As per claim 16, MacNaughton teaches communicating the second hypertext document to 
the first user in response to user input from the first user, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57). 

25. As per claim 17, MacNaughton teaches associating the second hypertext document with 
the second user includes storing an identifier for the second hypertext document in a list of 
favorite links associated with the second user, and wherein notifying the first user of the 
association of the second hypertext document with the second user includes displaying the list of 
favorite links to the first user, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57). 

26. As per claim 18, MacNaughton teaches displaying the list of favorite links is performed 
responsive to user input received from the first user while the first and second users are currently 
viewing the same hypertext document, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57). 

27. As per claim 20, MacNaughton teaches 

28. (a) associating a second hypertext document with a first hypertext document in response 
to user input from the second user, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57); and 

29. (b) notifying the first user of the association of the second hypertext document with the 
first hypertext document, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57). 

30. As per claim 21, MacNaughton teaches associating the second hypertext document with 
the first hypertext document includes temporarily associating the second hypertext document 
with the first hypertext document such that the association therebetween is discarded whenever 
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the second user is not active in the multi-user computer environment, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, 
line 57). 

31. As per claim 22, MacNaughton teaches tracking accesses to the plurality of preexisting 
hypertext documents is performed in a first computer, and wherein at least a portion of the 
plurality of preexisting hypertext documents are stored externally from the multi-user computer 
environment, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57). 

32. As per claim 25, MacNaughton teaches an apparatus, comprising: 

33. a memory, (e.g. col. 21, lines 10 - 25); and 

34. a program, resident in the memory, the program configured to track accesses to a 
plurality of preexisting documents by a plurality of users, to notify a first user among the 
plurality of users that is currently accessing one of the plurality of preexisting hypertext 
documents of the identity of a second user among the plurality of users that is accessing the same 
hypertext document(e.g. col. 6, lines 1-12), and to maintain on behalf of the first user a saved 
user list that identifies at least the second user such that the first user is notified of the identify of 
any user in the saved user list that is accessing the same hypertext document, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 
- col. 8, line 57 & col. 9, line 53 - col. 10, line 35), but does not specifically teach wherein the 
program is configured to maintain the saved user list by performing at least one of adding a third 
user to the saved user list and removing the second user from the saved user list in response to 
user input received from the first user. Suzuki teaches wherein the program is configured to 
maintain the saved user list by performing at least one of adding a third user to the saved user list 
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and removing the second user from the saved user list in response to user input received from the 
first user, (e.g. col. 7, lines 32 - 63 & col 9, line 23 - col. 10, line 34). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Suzuki with MacNaughton because it 
would be more efficient if the first user could edit their list so to add new users that could 
contribute to his internet activities, i.e. new friend to chat with, and to get delete users that are no 
longer using the same system as the first user, therefore, aiding in keeping an updated list. 

35. As per claim 26, MacNaughton teaches the program is further configured to maintain a 
list of users that access each hypertext document, and to notify the first user of the identity of 
each user in the list of users, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57). 

36. As per claim 27, MacNaughton teaches the second user has a home hypertext document 
associated therewith, the program further configured to communicate to the first user a copy of 
the home hypertext document associated with the second user in response to user input from the 
first user, (e.g. col. 8, line 58 - col. 9, line 52). 

37. As per claim 28, MacNaughton teaches the program is further configured to retrieve a 
navigation history for the second user, the navigation history including a set of hypertext 
documents previously accessed by the second user, (e.g. col. 8, lines 10 - 57). 

38. As per claim 29, MacNaughton teaches the memory is disposed in a server computer, the 
apparatus further comprising a client computer coupled to the server computer, (e.g. col. 21, line 
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52 - col. 22, line 14), the client computer including a second memory and a second program 
resident in the second memory, the second program configured to display a first hypertext 
document to the first user, the first hypertext document including a hypertext link to a second 
hypertext document that is in the navigation history for the second user, the second program 
further configured to display within the first hypertext document an indication that the second 
hypertext document is in the navigation history for the second user, (e.g. col. 3, line 41 - col. 4, 
line 27). 

39. As per claim 30, MacNaughton teaches the program is further configured to associate a 
second hypertext document with the second user in response to user input from the second user, 
(e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57); and to notify the first user of the association of the second 
hypertext document with the second user, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57). 

40. As per claim 3 1 , MacNaughton teaches the program is further configured to store an 
identifier for the second hypertext document in a list of favorite links associated with the second 
user, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57). 

41 . As per claim 33, MacNaughton teaches the program is further configured to associate a 
second hypertext document with a first hypertext document in response to user input from the 
second user, and to notify the first user of the association of the second hypertext document with 
the first hypertext document, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57). 
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42. As per claim 34, MacNaughton teaches the program is further configured to temporarily 
associate the second hypertext document with the first hypertext document such that the 
association therebetween is discarded whenever the second user is not active, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 
-col. 8, line 57). 

43. As per claim 35, MacNaughton teaches further comprising a first computer within which 
the memory is disposed, wherein the program is configured to retrieve at least a portion of the 
plurality of preexisting hypertext documents from a second computer remotefrom the first 
computer and external from the apparatus, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57). 

44. As per claim 36, MacNaughton teaches the second computer is coupled to the first 
computer over the Internet, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57). 

45. Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
MacNaughton (6020884) in view of Suzuki (6240443) in further view of, "Chat Comp: Lobby", 
Yahoo!, http://chat.yahoo.com , downloaded 11/18/98, (hereinafter Yahoo). 

46. As per claim 3, MacNaughton and Suzuki do not specifically teach notifying the first user 
of the identity of each user in the list of users includes displaying the list of users to the first user. 
Yahoo teaches notifying the first user of the identity of each user in the list of users includes 
displaying the list of users to the first user, (Yahoo page 2). It would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to combine Yahoo with the combine system 
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of MacNaughton and Suzuki because it is easier and more pleasing to the eye to see a user on a 
list on a Web page then in a database. 

47. As per claim 4, MacNaughton and Suzuki do not teach notifying the first user of the 
identity of each user in the list of users includes separately notifying the first user of each user 
from the list of users that is no longer accessing the hypertext document. Yahoo page 1 and 
Yahoo page 2 teaches notifying the first user of the identity of each user in the list of users 
includes separately notifying the first user of each user from the list of users that is no longer 
accessing the hypertext document. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Yahoo with the combine system of MacNaughton and 
Suzuki because the first user would not have to search for a user to find out if the second user is 
accessing the hypertext document. The first user would only need to look at the updated list. 

48. Claims 9, 1 1, 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
MacNaughton (6020884) in view of Kavner (6366947). 

49. As per claim 9, MacNaughton teaches a method of providing access to hypertext 
documents in a multi-user computer environment, the method comprising: 

50. (a) tracking accesses to a plurality of preexisting hypertext documents by a plurality of 
users, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57); 
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51 . (b) notifying a first user that is currently accessing one of the plurality of preexisting 
hypertext documents of the identity of a second user that is accessing the same hypertext 
document, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57), 

52. wherein tracking accesses to the hypertext document further includes maintaining a table 
for the second user, the table including a set of hypertext documents previously accessed by the 
second user, and wherein the method further comprises notifying the first user of the set of 
hypertext documents in the table for the second user, (e.g. col. 7, line 57 - col. 8, line 57). 
MacNaughton does not specifically teach a table of navigation history. Kavner teaches a table of 
navigation history, (e.g. col. 5, line 53 - col. 6, line 6 & col. 17, lines 3 - 30). It would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to combine Kavner with 
MacNaughton because it would be more convenient for users viewing the same web page to 
view other user's web navigation history that might have view other web sites that pertain to or 
similar to a topic of a web site that all of the users are viewing or trying to locate. Furthermore, 
the history of the pages previously accessed could be preloaded to the user as a way to provide a 
faster load time because it is predicted that the user would likely view the previously accessed 
web pages when they pertain to the same information currently being view by the user or users. 

53. As per claim 12, MacNaughton teaches displaying the indication includes displaying the 
hypertext link to the second hypertext document in a color associated with the second user, (e.g. 
col. 8, line 58 -col. 9, line 5). 



54. 



Claim 1 1 is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 
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Response to Arguments 



55. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 - 9, 1 1 - 22 and 25-36 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

56. In the remarks, Applicant argues in substance that the reference of MacNaughton does 
not teach or disclose the limitations of claim 19, more specifically the concept of displaying a list 
of favorite links to a first user, where the list of favorite links is built by combining lists of 
favorite links associated with only those users currently viewing the same hypertext document as 
the first user. 

57. As to part 1, the Examiner agrees with the Applicant and understands the interpretation of 
the Applicant's invention and how it pertains and over comes the prior art. 

58. In the remarks, Applicant argues in substance that the reference of Suzuki does not teach 
the limitations of claim 1 , in particular, providing the ability for a user to maintain a personalized 
user list that is user-editable . 



59. As to part 2, Examiner would like to draw the Applicant's attention to the claim language 
of claim 1, stating, "maintaining on behalf of the first user a saved user list that identifies at least 
the second user such that the first user is notified of the identity of any user in the saved user list 
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that is accessing the same hypertext document, wherein maintaining the saved user list includes 
at least one of adding a third user to the saved user list and removing the second user from the 
saved user list in response to user input received from the first user." 
60. In this section the Applicant states that "the first user is notified of the identity or any 
user in the saved user list that is accessing the same hypertext document," which is taught by 
Suzuki as restated and clarified above, (e.g. col. 7, lines 14 - 47, " ...makes a user list 104 which 
is a list of user terminals connected to the same URLs... "). The second part discloses adding and 
removing users from a list in response to user input received from the first user. There is no 
discloser about a a user-editable" list. An input from a first user could be entering a different 
URL where the second user is not currently viewing but a third user is viewing. Therefore, from 
the user selecting a different URL to view the second user is deleted from the list and the third 
user is added to the list. Suzuki teaches this in column 7, lines 14-42 and column 9, lines 64 - 
67. If the Applicant where to be more specific about a " user-editable " list, this would possibly 
overcome the prior art but would require further search and consideration. Claims 7 and 25 are 
also maintained for similar reasons as stated above and as stated the similarities of claim 1 and 
25 by the Applicant. 



61 . In the remarks, Applicant argues in substance that the references of MacNaughton and 
Konno are not obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art and that there is not mention of why or 
how to combine these references. 
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62. As to part 3, Examiner has stated a different art for the claims that MacNaughton and 
Konno where teaching, claims 9, 1 1 and 12. Therefore, argument is moot in new grounds of 
rejection. 



63. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

64. a. Perkowitz et al. U.S. Patent No. 6138128 Sharing and organizing world wide web 
references using distinctive characters. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David E. England whose telephone number is 703-305-5333. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur, 7:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on 703-308-5221. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is none. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is none. 



Conclusion 



David E. England 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2143 
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